Dear J iia f 12/11/77 

mm 7 n I waa writing the enclooeu 1 tier to Schaffer early tide corninj# aa usual 
with other mutters demanding attention from icy mind# I was also timikinf about your 
belief tlmt this ia the first of the ©cries of other euits you euiid wo should file and 
your belief that in the lone run they* 11 require lesu time. i ou are right. And it virtually 
guarantees you an incase for the tine and work required. But thii* is not the important 
consideration. It merely in ores you against lose from tho effort# I'll advanoe what I get 
from tho consultancy to boar the initial coots. 

Those people are sad# kad with power# mad with self —importune© # sad with the 
ciost incredible of political insanities. If you hdd in ednd that tha best and thus the 
rightfully first io CKD 1 entirely agree. If you did not have this in rc L&A then X press 
consideration of it upon you. For cany reasons. Kost of all because supposedly CRD io 
the ••liberal" part of DJ und because it was tho Ihricion of responsibility in the Mng 
case. There is much f resting for the cake# ranging from the hnfc&hnt Shea to the silly 
arid self-righteous Salliann Dougherty who brockets beautifully with the arrogant Horn 
of indubitable perjury. Xn toto it exposes the dishonesty of all DJ pretences ubout tho 
king case, the FBI as the bad guya and they clone and even Boll* a pieties about FMA. 

We have ouch magnificent samples of withholding# ull by ell tboso pe ople. 1 have no 
intention of signalling then and think you should not even indicate them except if you 
t ink nooeaop.ry in such terms a a will not tell the Lynnes and the ^ills anything et all. 

Lil sayo these are bureaucrats who cannot learn, hhe m ay well be right. 1 3ay there 
is no better 2x4 to try to teach then with. 

I have a few mke^etlonz, boginning with c change in our approach, box we play hard 
and unyieldingly# not tolerantly and patiently. We begin with a demand for immediate 
trial or if you prefer the taking of depositions. I think that given tho age of this case 
and tiie record in it# my gas and health and unique knowledge and the public interest to 
be served# ranging from the statements of aOs to tho situation in the ^oriareoB# we more 
than moot the requirements of th- Act. Invoke thorn at the outset if you can. 

Unothor reason for speed is political - fi/oro in charge of the Kearney grand jury 
and his having brought out only the tingle indictment. With hio record in the *tng case 
and wit ua# there is a real possibility of press interest. Congress likely.) 

Aside fron his as witnesses tVsera are: ^cllak# who vua in charge of CRD ut the time 
of the crine and asked the F;il to take the case and hod cany miosing records in 1996 eant 
to hie j 0 * Connor who handled what generated much of the withheld paper end offered a deal 
and ban since opoken to reporters* Pot linger# ?:ho handled the withhold records and was in 
charge of CRD and can provide luotivo for withholding in t .*m» of his own raco^-cndations 
to Levi* Dougherty# who appears to have done the searching and the processing* Shea, of 
course# because he in boar? and kitchell# because he was the actual reviewer in tne ap.eala 
unit* and other CRD lawyer©# like Kit rpfcy# whe handled at least sooe outside press contacts 
and loft phoney records of hich we have one. i^aybe others# like Turner. Shaheen can 
be asked to testify to what records he recoivid firom CKD. like this. 

W© broaden t}je complaint to include any end sll records of any source# foiifl or origin 
r bating to the king case# the ^ay case# their investigations and cy FOIA efforts. We in- 
clude any and all records of their outside contacts# press of Congress# on thuno EatWa# 
and any and all records of what was nude available to ot.?er writers# including reporter© 
of all media. (Crewdsou got much of their tine and help and asw or van tell about thoir 
records, es l'» sura hi» series ehows. On tho other hand# Hurjfcy f s outside contact form 
on los Pay no does not even reflect what -^es phoned him about /*nd we Lave It and can gs- on 
affidavit from ^es.) What they did to ceet the requirements of good faith and due diligence# 
as In learning what in a cose the A.G hold to be on historical case they did to determine 
what ia und ir» not public domain. 

They have records on no over this litigation so perhaps you include Pa und auk. 

I’d be surprised if soreof t s FbI*o venom was not aent them. In fact X think X have proof 
that it was. Iou may wont to make it DJ rather than CRD and name CRD and Crirdnal and othora 

originally involved 



li you cxi aJca .ihaaand hi.* ffica or thi> fehtir& lUC's office (oinco rcortymir^d) 
Booed Individ u*al defendants I* A do that# Ho-, just to taka tl\eir ii&e but for real re;-usons 
•joing hack to ay initial requests and i:;clutling the present# 

I don't think any of those people trill be -mxiouB to ciakn e record ^ dr; liboixto 
torts# I boll tnro tnoy wil sake an opposite record* cue way or icore# 

Ve Kill not again acoapt any ait istioa that h^o ua assuming their burden of proof# 

I don't think they'll sixain ask it anyway# 

The aero filin*; of the suit will attract attention# Her clerk's* anyway# 

Sho hac ordered no to nasuac fch* burden of proof rathor than holding a hearing to 
establish fact# The neons she opyfted* their selection* wan with rsy rasur&neo t at it 
could not do what wao asked of it and of no# 

Hare is where you phoned# tfa discussed the rest# 



£oat* 



